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Dear Harold: 

To say that I am a little frightened by all t lat has been taking place here is 
to understate. I will start at the beginning and see if I can put things in 
some kind of order then some kind of picture nay emerge. 

The first time I heard of Ed Horsey was durin j the week of the Democratic riot. 

That Monday Mark Lane was Harvey Shelton's gu sst on "Open Mike", live. He was 
in this area for some reason or other. A couple of nights later — sorry, it was 
3 September - Ed was the guest. But I heard lis name the week Lane was on when. 
Shelton announced he would be a guest. Then Sd was on an early morning IV version 
of "Open Mike" and I saw a replay of that the following Saturday night. I was not 
aware until that time that he was staying any «ehere locally . I taped the radio 
interview but did not know about the one on T V until it was on the air and so did 
not get it on tape. 

Ed stated on both programs that he was in thi 3 area doing some investigations 
and would be leaving to return to Kalamazoo v ery shortly . 

A couple of weeks later I received a phone ca LI from him and he asked to visit 
me to talk about the investigation. He said tie was given my name and phone number 
by a man who lives near where he was staying. This is true. That is one thing I 
can accent since he would have had no other way of knowing how the man came to have 
my name. We had sold him a small utility trailer and discussed the King assassina- 
tion (this was within a day or two of that) and the JEK assassination came up as a 
natural extension of the same discussion. Ed knew these details and could not have 
known them in any other way than by talking v ith the man. 

He came to our home that same day and he told of his work with - as he described 
it _ a rather loosely-knit group or committee that seemed to include Josiah Thompson. 
This "group" had axpss±xai±iEzxksxxxttimtaExxisj Si arranged to receive all mail at an 
address in* Houston, Texas in the name of Dr. John Smith. Sometimes his middle 
initial has been given as D and as M at othei times. 

He produced the sketches of two men (the sketches included in my last to you in 
New Orl earns) said to have been made by a comn ercial artist of faces in the trees 
on the grassy knoll in the Moorman photo. He showed me the Allen photos of the 
two men and pointed out the resemblance between those and the sketches. He did 
imply that Josiah Thompson had been working cn this with him. 

He stated his interest in Kerry Thornley and asked if I could help him. I said I 
could not since X had had no contact with bin at all and did not know either his 
address or his telephone number. He was inte rested in the extreme Eight in this 
area and asked if I could tell him anything s bout that. I had a flyer put out by 
a pro-Nazi outfit, the Christian Youth Corps, and made him a copy of that. 

A day or two later he phoned, all full of excitement and generosity, to tell me 
his secretary in Kalamazoo had called to give him the name and address of a man 
who had been an eye-witness to the events in Dealey Plaza. Guess who? Norman 
Similes! He asked me to write Similas and see what he had to say, saying that 
his secretary had said Similas had not been e entioned in the Warren Commission 
volumes or by any of the critics. I said O.i ., not mentioning that you had very 
well covered Similas in Photographic Whitewash. Then I got out the book and went 
over what you had written and phoned him back to inform him. 
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Ed also told me that, the day he was on the IV program, a casket spray was 
delivered to the TV station with a card sayir g something about hopes he would 
reap the rewards he deserved. He said he ashed for it to be delivered to some 
place where it would be appreciated. I tried a couple of times to contact the 
moderator of the program to ask about it but was unable to reach him and he has 
since left the station. 

During the next few days Ed phoned to tell mg of strange things that happened: 
Idiotic phone calls that made no sense; 11 ts xicabs one after the other one 
afternoon, each driver asking if he was reading to go the airport; an ambulance; 
men walking up and down the alley back of the home where he was staying with 
his parents and then insisting he allow them to look through the house since they 
were going to purchase it and becoming nasty when he refused because it was not 
for sale; cars driving back and forth slowly in front of the house; etc. 

There was no way to disprove any of this and I had no real reason to doubt him 
at this time so I could only suggest he use caution. What else could I say? 

Then he called, all excited, about a phone call he had received in which his 
life was threatened. He had managed to tape record it. I have a copy of the 
tape which is of terrible quality. 

Somewhere along in all this, I leaped out of bed one morning early to answer 
the telephone, discovered that my left leg ha d been amputated below the knee 
sometime during the night and, by the time I could navigate again, managed to 
break my big toe and wrench that foot. This put me out of commission for a few 
days and things became confused, so I may noi have things in correct order for 
that period of time. 

I got a phone call from a man who gave his ns me as Jack Senn who asked for any 
help in contacting Ralph Edwards to work witi him. He said Edwards had told him 
to call me for making such arrangements. I explained that the only Ralph Edwards 
I knew was the one on radio and TV and that i e certainly didn't even know I was 
alive. Senn said he was referring to the one who was working on the JFK investi- 
gation and that he had been given the name bj the Florida State Employment office. 
The number he had been given was that of Ed l orsey so, wondering what this was 
all about, I went along with it and said that if and when Edwards called again I 
would give him Senn's message and phone number. 

Right after I hung up the phone, Ed phoned tc ask if Senn had called and what 
did I think of it. He professed to be in the dark about how the FSE office would 
have had any listing for a job with him. In a subsequent call from Senn, I asked 
him more about this and, from what he said, £ ome one had listed an opening for 
a research assistant to Ralph Edwards with pay of $600.00 a month. He got the 
information because his wife was a friend of the woman who took the listing. He 
said he was formerly a newspaperman in Michigan and was semi -retired here, doing 
free-lance work. 

A couple of evenings later a call came for m« from some unemployed musician who 
said he had seen a notice on a bulletin boarc in a music store to the effect that 
there was an opening for a bass player and g: ving my name and phone number and an 
alternate to call, Ralph Edwards and his phoi e number. In every case, the phone 
number for Edwards has been Horsey's phone mmber. 

A couple of days later I got a call from the director of a funeral home who said 
he was responding to my request for someone 1 o help me with pre-arrangements for 
my funeral. He was for real and was most apclogetic when he learned it was a hoax. 
Seems someone had called before he arrived a: d told his secretary that the caller 
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had been playing cards with some elderly people the night before. Two of them, 
me and Kalph Edwards, had both expressed interest in pre-arrangements since 
both said they were without any relatives to take care of such things should 
they die. These two old people asked the an< inymous caller to have a funeral 
home contact them. There was no way to discover who the caller was and the man 
who called me was quite distressed to have been used this way. I did check on 
him and he was O.K. 

During all this time, Ed was trying to find way to contact Thornley and did 
get the address and telephone number. He called and talked with him and gave 
Sylvia Meagher as one reference and Dr. John Smith as the other. He called 
Sylvia - only the second time he had ever hat. any kind of contact with her - 
and then told Thornley he could check with her, that she would vouch for him. 

Thornley did call her and she did not vouch lor Ed although I did not know any 
of this at the time. 

During this same period of time he told me h< had gained Thornley' s confidence 
and that Thornley was impressed with my honesty and that I was quite trustworthy 
and willing to meet with Ed at my home. Ed would ask if Thornley had phoned yet 
to set up the time and date or if he had written. He seemed genuinely"" confused 
that Thornley did not contact me. He also t< Id of a couple of individuals who had 
called him, having been told to do so by Thornley, wanting to "tell everything 1 ". 

These never followed through, either. 

I got a call from the telephone company, trying to correct an error in billing of 
a toll call to Sylvia from here. The woman raid they had charged it to the wrong 

number, called Mrs. Meagher, and that she sa: d to contact me since I might know 

who would be calling from St. Petersburg. Tins is normal, not at all unusual. I 
have had it happen before and it is a legitimate process. No reason to question 

it. I told the caller the only one I knew of was Ed Horsey and gave his number. 

Shortly Ed called to tell me about a call from a woman who was obscene and abusive 
and suggested he drop all investigations. Hi did not record it. The woman had 
given me two dates for calls to Sylvia and n< ither coincided with his call. 

On Saturday, the 19® of October, I had a cal] from Jack Senn who said he was asked 
to tell me details of a call he had made to i lcock in New Orleans. He said he was 
asked by Ralph Edwards to call Garrison’s office about the Gelber Diary. He was 
to get assurance that, if a photo copy of th« diary were sent to Garrison, none 
of the names would be made public since some were names of under cover agents who 
were still using a cover. He said Alcock ga 1 e him this assurance whereupon Senn 
advised him, per instructions from Ralph Edwards, that a Mrs. Hartmann would send 
photostats of the diary. He asked me if I had the photostats to mail and I said 
I did not, that I had never even seen copies or anything else from the diary. He 
was concerned since he had used his own name on the call and did not wish to be 
made to appear unreliable. 

I, too, was concerned that I had been involved and called Ed Horsey to ask what 
it was about. He said he did not have any cc pies but thought he could get them 

and wanted to know if I could get them to Gaj rison if they were given to me. I 

said that I could , but that I would not send them to Garrison, that I would send 

anything like that to you and you would do what you thought best with them. This 

seemed satisfactory to him. Then I asked abc ut my position legally in such a deal 
in view of the fact that the State of Florida had refused to send the material to 
Garrison. He did not think there would be aiy jeopardy but I still protested that 
I thought it was not a good idea, particular] y since the State had said Garrison 
could send an agent to examine any of the mal erial and there was no need for intrigue. 
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I almost left out something. Sight after Senn hung up the phone, I got a call 
that was a very bad connection. The caller, who stated he was Edward Horsey and 
asked for Mrs. Hartmann, sounded as if he wss at the bottom of a well. The voice 
sounded somewhat like Ed's but the connecticn was so bad I could not be sure. I 
did not have my recorder set up at the time, I regret to say. The caller demanded 
to know when I was going to send the photostats of the Gelber Diary to Garrison. 

I said the connection was so bad I could hardly hear and to let me call back. The 
caller said there was no need to call back, that all he wanted was to know exactly 
when I was going to send the Gelber Diary tc Garrison. It was as if the caller 
was trying to establish the fact that I was going to do this. At the time this 
did not fall into place as it has since then. Anyway, the voice said he was not 
at his home and would not be for some time and again demanded to know exactly when, 
etc. I continued to say the connection was so bad I absolutely refused to discuss 
anything whatsoever. 

Then when I called Ed, he was at home, so were his parents and the connection was 
loud and clear. He stated he did not call and was disturbed that anyone would know 
the content of Senn's calls. 

I had written to Sylvia Meagher to ask if sie knew anything about Horsey. She 
phoned in reply to tell me what Thornley had told her: That Horsey maintained to 

him that I was not to be trusted and that Thornley should have nothing to do with 
me since I was working for Garrison. 

As you and I both know, I am not working for Garrison or anyone else. If I have 
managed to tape any interviews on radio or TV or if I have found newspaper clippings 
of any interest, I have sent them to you. You have let me know a couple of times 
that some of this material was to be given to Garrison but I don't see any way any 
person could twist this into my working for Sarrison. 

Thornley was unable to reconcile Horsey's statements about me with what Bob Ruark 
told him and neither did they jibe with Sylvia's limited opinion. Both had made 
suggestions that he contact me and yet here was Horsey saying I could not be 
trusted because I was working for Garrison. Sylvia advised extreme ceoztion and 
even breaking off all contact with Horsey. This was the night before the Senn call 
about the copy of the diary. 

Then you called and asked me about the business of sending the copies to Garrison. 
And I told you the situation as of then. Horsey had stated emphatically that he 
did not have a copy of either the Miami tape or copies of any part of the diary. 

When I talked with him again, I told him you had called asking about the material 
and asked him again about the ethics, legal and otherwise, of promising Garrison's 
office the copies and of involving me. I asked him how he proposed to get the 
copies. He said he had had them for a long time! I asked where he got them. He 
said from Bill Barry. 

And, to further muddy the water, he had also been maintaining to me and to Thornley 
that he thought Garrison was all kinds of nasty. I have tried to remain out of 

this particular clash of opinion - pro or con Garrison. My response has been that 

Garrison could not have got an indictment against Shaw without presenting something 
more than fancy and that he stood to lose so much if his case is based on rumor 

and fabrication. I have also made it clear that, if the prople indicted are as 

innocent as they claim, the only way to clear their names is in a court; that the 
mere prevention of their standing trial would not clear them, it would only leave 
suspicion attached to them for all time. I have also stated that, on the other 
hand, I had respect for the opinions of those who felt Garrison did not have a case. 
But I have felt I could accomplish more by staying out of the controversy if I could. 




I can see no justification for any demands tiat Garrison give the public more 
solid facts regarding his charges against either Shaw or Thornley. He would be 
all kinds of a fool to do so. I have never lad any question in my own mind about 
your honesty or your integrity. I do not ac:ept any suggestion that you might be 
involved in fabricating evidence against another person. I believe that, if you 
had reason to think you might have been mistaken in any area, you would be the 
first to admit it and to try to clear any coifusion arising from such an error. 

All of these things I have stated when asked about your position. 

I hold the same beliefs about Sylvia Meagher. I have stated that I have great 
respect for her work and her opinions. She las been of great help to me several 

times. If she thinks Garrison is something .ess than God, I will not argue with 

her. It would serve no purpose to do so and would accomplish precisely nothing 
beyond her being alienated from yet another person. 

In this controversy, I am too ill-informed to be effective in any argument over 
the merits or lack of them where Garrison is concerned. This is the position I 
tried to hold to in all discussions with Ed Horsey. I am only one person, whose 
opinion matters little to anyone else and whose attempts to justify another's 
acts or opinions would do more to harm than ;o help. I hope this is clear and I 

am fearful that it is not. It is just that I know my limitations and try not to 

exceed them. I do not do well as an advocate for another individual. 

Now, back to the story. 

I had great difficulty in reconciling Horsey s protests of belief in Thornley's 
innocence with his apparent determination to furnish Garrison with the copies of 
the diary. But things kept happening to keep me off balance. I was too involved 
in the whole mess to be able to analyze it objectively. 

One of these years I am going to learn that I should retire to a padded cell and 
stay there from the middle of October to the end of November each year. All the 
unpleasant things that happen to my physical being have taken place during that 
period of time, yearly. I should never have thought 19 68 would be an exception. 

The evening of Friday, 1 November, I bit down on a piece of bone or something and 
broke one of my good teeth. Being the week-end, a dentist was not available and 
it immediately absessed. It was a week before I was able to have it extracted and 
another week or ten days before I was back with civilization again. Anything to 
do with a tooth extraction is a major operation with me due to sensitivity to 
local anesthetics and the fact that I do bleed. Enough to say that nothing of an 
unusual nature occurred during that time. I was not able to vote and didn't care 
too much. 

I have had a couple of calls from Tom Raum bet he was trying to contact Ed Horsey 
and this was before I received your letter of 1 December. One time after that 
letter came, he called trying to reach Ed and I asked him about copies of the 
clippings for you. He said he had sent them and he was kind enough to send me 
copies also so, since he said he sent you some, I did not worry about it anymore. 

He was never interested in talking with me personally. 

After I got your letter, Ed phoned for something - I forget what - and I mentioned 
that I had heard from you, telling him that laum had called you and should have 
written a follow-up on your statements. Alsc that you were going to New Orleans in 
a day or two. 

He was on an anti-Thornley kick, willing to go all-out. He said Thornley had told 
him a bald lie and he could no longer believe a word Thornley said. He also said 
he had received a copy of a letter Thornley had written to Josiah Thompson in which 
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Thornley expressed appreciation, for all the nice things Thompson had said and 
asking Thompson to suggest that Horsey contact Thornley for an appointment at 
which time Thornley would "tell all". 

Ed came to our home that evening and showed ne the copy of the Thornley-to-t 
Thompson letter and quickly put it away without my seeing it closely enough to 
identify it positively — since "it contains a lot of confidential information". 

He also said he had had a long talk with you on the telephone that afternoon 
covering an hour or so and that you had said to let him read your letter to me. 

This was the evening of the day he was on TV with all the horrendous remarks about 
you - which he said he had made to try to gain Thornley' s confidence. He said you 
told him you had heard about the program and all he said before he called and that 
you told him he had signed his death warrant and whatever he did, he was not to 
allow anything to happen to me. 

He said you asked for a transcript of the pregram because you were interested in 
all the statements he had made about the Constitution Party for States' Rights 
and other Right Wing groups. 

He said you wanted a copy of the letter from the man who had a W-number and the 
photograph of the man. And you wanted a copjr of some kind of questionnaire. I 
made copies of these and, when the copy of tie photo did not come out good, I 
suggested he send the original since I knew you would return it as he said you 

had promised. So far as I knew, it was (the original photo) included in the 

envelope he took to post. 

He said you wanted copies of the sketches of the faces from the Moorman photo, 
that you had been practically begging someone or other to. share with you so I made 
copies of them with the understanding that yau would know what they were. He said 
you wanted to know the date Jack Senn phoned New Orleans and he was able to give me 

the date since he told Senn to bill it to his phone. He had the bill with him and 

I put the notation on the back of the card, "Jack Senn call to New Orleans l8 Oct 

68 ". 

He said you told him to warn me that I would be in physical danger if I was ever 
alone with Kerry Thornley. He said he had asked you about offering to work for 
Garrison and you told him not to offer but ta wait since you were sure Garrison 
would contact him. 

He said he also offered to make arrangements for you and Kerry Thornley to sit down 
together and straighten out any misunderstan lings - I had told him I thought this 
was the only way it could be done, that it wsuld never accomplish anything if done 
through a third or fourth person. He said ysu told him you wouldn't cross the street 
to talk with Thornley.- Once you wanted to ds so but now you did not wish to talk 
with Thornley. 

And a whole bunch of other stuff I don't eve a recall now. Sorry. 

By the way, by the time I got the copies of the newspaper clippings about you, it 
was last week and I thought you might no lonjer i^e in New Orleans. 

Anyway, when he left here that time, he picksd up your letter and took it with him 
and I did not notice until he had driven off . I phoned as soon as I thought he 
had time to get home and asked him to bring the letter back. He did a couple of 
days later and I don't know whether he had it copied or not. Probably so. I am 
sorry and now I wonder if you did say he should read it. 

He also said he had mainly phoned you to see if you were interested in a meeting 
with Kerry Thornley. He seemed to believe hs could arrange it. He said you told 
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you would. not cross the street to talk with 
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Ehornley . 



In. your letter you say he (Horsey) told, you ie clobbered you on TV and perhaps 
should not have done. If I remember right, this would have been on a Monday. 
On Wednesday night, two days later, he was o.i Bob Ruark's program and did the 
same thing, only more so. Bob thought he was doing me a favor by putting him 
on - but he neglected to ask me first. 



You said he called and left a message in N.O. for you to call back and that 
when you did the woman who answered said he had moved three days earlier. Boy, 
oh, boy! The whole thing gets more and more tangled. I do have hope, however, 
that it can be unraveled. 



He told me that you had called his home one clay when he was out and, due to all 
the nut calls he claimed to have received, his mother quickly said he had gone 
three days before. Nothing about it’s being a return of a call of his. 

He did say that you had "returned a call" he was supposed to have made to you in 
N.O. - the rude one you spoke of - and that he talked to you. He professed to 
be puzzled as to who could have placed the call. He said the operator said it 
had been placed at 3-33 P.M. the day before - at which time he was here and did 
not use the phone. He said he did talk to you when this call was returned and 
that it was charged to his phone and that you were in the dark about who originated 
the call. 



The same day he called me, all excited, to tell me about a long distance call - 
through an operator - which he answered and he told the operator he was a friend 
and that Mr. Horsey was not there. He asked the operator what city she was in and 
she told him Philadelphia. He said the man on the other end only said a couple of 
words so he could not hear the voice well enough to identify it. The man refused 
to have the operator leave a number. Ed saic: the only person he could think of in 
Philadelphia that might call him was Salandria so he called his home but Salandria ’s 
wife said he was in N.O. 

So, he told me he called Salandria in N.O. to see if he had called - which is quite 
ridiculous since the operator had said Philadelphia - and that Salandria had said 
not and was very cool toward him. He claimec, to be puzzled all over again. He 
kept blaming Thornley for all of it. 

Until last week I had never had any communica.tion with Thornley aside from calling 
in when he was on Bob Ruark's program. That was the only contact I had had. But 
last week I did hear from him and it had to do with the web Horsey seemed to be 
trying to weave around Thornley and anyone else whose telephone number he could get. 

By the weekend before Horsey left St. Petersburg some of what he had been doing had 
begun to filter back to me and I was starting not to like it. I was also on the 
way to acquiring proof that Horsey had lied to me. Deliberately. I asked Sylvia 
Meagher to check on a couple of things for me. Everything indicates that Thornley 
has had nothing to do with all the various telephone calls to everyone. I have 
now made up my mind that it was either Horsey or some cohort of his or both. 

No matter what Kerry Thornley may or may not be guilty of, he has enough problems 
with what is already in the works without someone’s trying to embroil him in more. 

I am dead set against railroading, no matter what the end, for the good or for the 
bad. I am even more set against being used in such activities. And this is what 
has apparently been attempted. I think these attempts have also been meant to 
include you, Lifton, Salandria, Sylvia Meagher, reporters here in St. Petersburg 
and in Tampa as well as other individuals not yet discovered. 
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Sylvia checked with Thompson and he had neither written to or heard from Thornley. 
The same for Horsey, M e did not even know Horsey's address here. So much for 
that lie that Horsey told me (P. 5, para 2). 

P. 3, Para. 4: The telephone company had no - ; checked with Sylvia to see who had 

phoned from here. Another fabrication; this time by some woman. 

P. 4, last paragraph: The lie he said he caught Thornley in. He said Thornley 

told him he had written to Dr. John M. Smith asking about Horsey and that Smith 
had replied. Horsey was furious about what lie claimed was Thornley' s lie since 
he said he would certainly have known about both letters — he is John Smith. He 
and no one else. 

I now have a copy of the Smith letter to HisxiEEjc Thornley and it was written first; 
Thornley answered it. I also have a copy of Horsey's handwriting. He did write 
the glowing letter of recommendation to Thoniley, praising Horsey to the skies and 
urging Thornley to trust Horsey! 

P. 3, Para. 1: This almost certainly had to be Ed Horsey calling. He had told 

Kerry Thornley he would furnish him with a tape of a telephone conversation with 
me which would prove I was working for Garrison. I can see no other explanation 
for this call except that it was an attempt to get me to say I was sending the 
copies of the Gelber diary to Garrison. Which I was not. 

Some of the things Horsey has told me I cannot check. And they certainly do need 
checking. Where he has lied about any of us, the lie needs to be undone. Kerry 
Thornley is asking his attorney to follow through on some of it . 

P. 6, Para. 5 & 6: Salandria received a phone call while in Garrison's office 

that he thought was from Lifton, offering information about the State's Rights 
Party. This had to be Horsey. This party was his interest and he did say he 
called Salandria there. 

Horsey has also given the impression he was collecting funds to help Thornley, 
and that he was authorized by Thornley to do so. He did mention to me that he 
would like to collect money for Thornley but this was strictly his own idea and 
was entirely without Thornley 's knowledge. 

According to Thornley, Horsey had "intimate knowledge of” Thornley 's Grand Jury 
testimony. This shook Thornley up considerable - I wonder, too, how he came by 
such information. Isn't that supposed to be secret? 

Also, Horsey, Sr., is retired and Ed's mother teaches part time in a vocational 
school. Yet, he seems to have all the money he needs for long distance calls 
and trips hither and yon. He is only 27 years old so he can't have amassed any 
great bank account. Where does the money cone from? 

And how come he is so determined to discredit me with everyone? Why does he 
feel he must harrass Thornley? He has gone to no little trouble to link my name 
with his - he has, despite my request that he not do so, made a number of comments 
on the radio and on the TV interview (the last one) about working with the "UFO 
lady”. Since this is the way I am identified to most of the listeners, anyone 
would immediately know of whom he spoke. I have explained to you how I wished to 
keep the two subjects separated and he knew this very well. 

I shall not discuss Thornley 's case with him. Nor shall I discuss with him any 
correspondence with you or from you. Strange. Had Ed Horsey not surfaced, most 
likely I would never have had any contact with Thornley. Something else that is 
strange. Horsey had phoned a couple of times from Missouri, where he was to be 
working until the 23rd of Dec. The last call, he promised to phone again in a 




couple of days with some information on a "real hot lead" and said he would be 

over to see me while he was spending Christmas with his parents here. This call 

was the night before Thornley phoned. Not one peep out of Horsey since. 

At times it has seemed as if he had to know the content of some of my telephone 
conversations with individuals I know I can trust completely. If he gained 
information on what was said between Thornley and me, this would explain the 
silence since then. He would know his lies were discovered. 

When I can get time (whatever that is) I will make copies of Horsey's radio and 

TV remarks for you. If he stays out of town long enough perhaps with the phone 

quieted down I can get a few things done. Trouble is, he has lied so much that 
I don't know but what he is here longer than the couple of days he stipulated. 

Thornley has had peculiar incidents involving a car that fits the description 
of Horsey's car. 

As I said before, my purpose now is to try to straighten out all the misrepresentations 
caused by Horsey. Until now, I have not had my credibility or reliability 
questioned, so far as I know. And again, no matter what Thornley may be guilty 
of, this does not justify what Horsey apparently has tried to do to him. Most 
particularly it does not excuse involving me in such activities. 

As busy as you are, I feel badly about burdening you with such a long letter and 
yet I wanted you to know as much as possible about the situation. I even forgot 
to tell you about a call I had, supposedly a long distance call with an operator, 
demanding that I either put you on the telephone or say where you could be reached. 

The operator asked for Harold Weisberg or Ed Horsey. Beats me. I said the last 
time I heard from you, you were in Maryland. The man on the other end told the 
operator I was lying. 

Most of these calls, I tried to record them without much luck. I set up the 
recorder with the telephone pickup and kept it that way - it is still ready to go. 
Normal calls from people not, involved recorded perfectly. But these calls came 
out with a 60 -cycle hum that made it all but impossible to identify any voice on 
the other end. Which is still more suspicious. I will state that it did not 
resemble Thornley 's voice at any time. It came closer to Horsey's. 

Enclosed is another cutting on the motorcycle gang. In getting out the Christmas 
tree trimming, I discovered this newspaper had been used to pack stuff away last 
year. Also enclosed is a copy of an ad from the Kalamazoo Gazette that might be 
of interest to you. 

I will try to locate the John Smith address in Houston for you. 

My apologies again for such a long letter. And my assurances that my contacts 
with Thornley will deal with Horsey's machinations, not with his case. 

The names Horsey uses, in addition to his own (A. Edward Horsey, Jr.) are: 

John Smith, D.O.; Kalph Edwards. If there are others, I have not heard them. 

I only hope I have heard the last from him. 

Harold, I have no question in my mind about your purposes or methods. Anyone 
who reads your books must be convinced of your fairness and integrity. Put your 
mind at ease so far as I am concerned. If I ever should have a question, I will 
ask you , not the person arousing the question. 

Horsey told me Thornley did not know the man in the photo. He claimed to have 
got it as "John Smith". He was trying to link it with Thornley, it and the letter. 

I know there is a lot still unanswered. Wish I knew the answers. When I learn 
more, I will let you know. And if you find out anything else involving Horsey, 
please inform me. 

All my best to you and your wife, 




